Homo sapiens is increasingly being studied within the evolutionary (adaptationist, selectionist) framework favoured by animal behaviour researchers. There are various labels for such work, including evolutionary psychology, human behavioural ecology and human sociobiology. Collectively, we call these areas 'human evolutionary psychology' (HEP) because their shared objective is an evolutionary understanding of human information processing and decision making. Sexual selection and sex differences have been especially prominent in recent HEP research, but many other topics have been addressed, including parent-offspring relations, reciprocity and exploitation, foraging strategies and spatial cognition. Many HEP researchers began their scientific careers in animal behaviour, and in many ways, HEP research is scarcely distinguishable from other animal behaviour research. Currently controversial issues in HEP, such as the explanation(s) for observed levels of heritable diversity, the kinds of data needed to test adaptationist hypotheses, and the characterization of a species-typical 'environment of evolutionary adaptedness', are issues in animal behaviour as well. What gives HEP a distinct methodological flavour is that the research animal can talk, an ability that has both advantages and pitfalls for researchers. The proper use of self-reports and other verbal data in HEP might usefully become a subject of future research in its own right.
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In recent years, 'evolutionary psychology' has become prominent in behavioural science (e.g. Barkow et al. 1992; Bock & Cardew 1997; Simpson & Kenrick 1997; Crawford & Krebs 1998; Johnston 1999; Buss 1999; Gaulin & McBurney, in press) , and has been successfully popularized in serious trade books (e.g. Wright 1994; Pinker 1997).
Theory and research to which this label is applied are usually concerned centrally or even solely with Homo sapiens. Indeed, evolutionary psychology is often defined as evolutionarily informed study of human mental processes. We consider this taxonomic restriction inappropriate for at least four reasons: because the same approach is being fruitfully applied to other species (e.g. Dukas 1998); because there is a long and honourable tradition of cross-species comparison within psychology itself; because erecting subdisciplinary boundaries along species lines hinders the diffusion of the latest evolutionary thinking into the human sciences; and because even within human evolutionary psychology, much of the best work is conducted by animal behaviourists who treat H. sapiens as 'just another animal'. Thus, in this review, we shall refer to efforts to integrate the study of human psychology and behaviour into the Darwinian framework as human evolutionary psychology (HEP).
For present purposes, HEP encompasses work by nonpsychologists, including even those who have deliberately differentiated themselves from 'evolutionary psychology' as 'evolutionary anthropologists', 'human sociobiologists' and 'human behavioural ecologists'. These approaches are all 'evolutionary' by virtue of their adaptationist, selectionist conceptual framework, and they are all 'psychological' to the degree that they focus on how people acquire and evaluate information and how they use that information in behavioural decision making. In this essay, we review some of the controversies within the community of Darwinists studying H. sapiens, as well as some of the complications that arise when animal behaviourists attempt to apply their expertise to the study of this particular, peculiar species.
